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INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
TO APWU INTERROGATORY REDIRECTED FROM WITNESS MASSE

APWU/USPS-T2-1
On page 10 of your testimony you state “to ensure the Postal Service’s long-term
survival, the expense line must urgently be reduced below the revenue line.” Given that
the service changes presented in this docket were proposed in part because of their
estimated cost savings, explain how the Postal Service’s proposed changes in service
standards and network design complies with Section 101(a) of Title 39 which mandates
that “[t]he costs of establishing and maintaining the Postal Service shall not be
apportioned to impair the overall value of such service to the people” and describe the
analysis that supports this explanation.
RESPONSE:

The changes being reviewed in this docket would lower the Postal Service’s
costs but would not alter how those costs are apportioned. Accordingly, it is unclear

what the nexus is between the quoted statutory language and the changes being

reviewed in this docket.



